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( f^TFT) 

( MSlP^MI'eTO) 

3lftTTjXHf 

3 fm^C, 2003 

did ¥j**3Tra (fHoif^rai Tnrt^T) 

FTPTR, yfr m #7 ^ *JcT 3RFCT ^ ^ PRlRld lifl>Heid> TO 

mddfo ft ?Jo3> TOT^ RuiRjctf ^ SfKHTcT I 


H. 15/4/2003-3)4M.— 5TTRFFF& ^ ^ 1995 *T TOT TOtf^RT ^Hl^c4> £R<F 

3T&Pm 1975 3fk #Hfgec5 (FT^T TOJ3TT ^ FTOFT, TO TO WTOrtfT ?JTO 

^trtto to tot ar^r Rtefro) RRTOToft 1995 rft *r ^cT to*M 5501.30 

sfk 5503.30 eft 3FFfa 3TFt 4TeT *, ^lld 3fa (f^T% WTC ?iTO 

c5?T TOT t) ^ ^JeT ^ 3R4T TOT ^ Rl^Rld Tsolfel^ TO^TO (f^T 4R RTOT cR^J WT 
TOT t) cF> 3TRRT TO SFffrPT MRhM ^e*F TOFT Rl^lR^I % I Wcf ttRutFT 3Tf^TOT 
32/1/97-i^t f^Ttcf/ 20 3TTOTO, 1998 cfc TOF TFFTRRT ^ TOft sft 3fR TO^ TO 
^fTFT^TO 3TfiFJTOT H. 90/98 fcTFF 17.11.1998 c£ TOd 3FTRFT 3 Jc 3> TORT TOT 2JT | 
Rrf^g MTf?TORT ^ 24 f^FTO, 1998 cRT 3Tfcm FfR mRu|H F1T& 3fR RWRfF MIOlM 
^TO, #TOJecF 3TRRJTOT h. 53/99 #TOTO, f^TF5 04.05.99 TO TOK1*l)RR 3 tRT^ 4T 
H. 8/99 f^Ttc5 22.01.1999,^ TORT TOTT I 


1. RdKI#? TOTR 

|^-c|K|fcil«i vic4R TO^fcFF? TO^TO ^ Fft Riq^'S^l 4TeT 3fR *T RhcJkRT <11 el <{Tdf WT ^t, 

1.5 tRrro 8 tRfro ^ tort ^ ^r, ot sfR ^tot ftoto t I tor; ^ft 

5501.30 sfF 5503.30 ^ 3Fnfe ^Rft^T RTRT TOT t I 


2533 01/2003 


( 1 ) 




2 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


2. viji'M ^j^RTcf 

E^HI^eR tf^E (RRTEE) TtRIRiEE 1995 Tjk 3T#T RfRfa REFT TFRT7TEE E7 
i^cR Rt Rpft TEiRf cf?t 'Jl'^Wcl cfc Hdf^EK E?t ETE |t J kJRlfoIR RI$<sK 

RtTE A Ao ^RlfctR fcTO, Tt#q^ ( 4. RRtfcF^ RTfET ^ RftRcR 

fcTO, r'IcIRIcE affa 4o fcTO, El? feeff E>t 3Tt^ ^ R47 \3feel Rad 3lfS'^E' r 1l3Tf 

eft 3tcT^RT 3 TEcT 5 EEf R feR R^ E7 ETEETt^ft RcR Rt RFft E>f Pt u lk<P TPft^TT 

Et feP? 7R illRlRI REE Rt f | 

RfetRT^ 3 te ee ftRR rtcT t fcE RphiRsi e? qrenM TJeR Eft 
fft u lW THfteTT RE 7E7 E7 tflHI^oR £Rr (RRTHE) 3#ReR 1995 Eft HT7T 9^(5) ^ 

eteeth ^ 3T?rfe Rfer Rtftt I 

3. Rf^ETT 

E.32/1/97-E#^t ftETR 24 1998 R7T 3lf^feT 3lfftE RTO qRu||E affc 

3Tf£R3TRT E. 8/99 ^IT TJeR fftETR 22.1.99 3Tf£R£EET A. 53/99 #ET^cR fcEtR 
4.5.99 &TE EET EEtRm RE cTETE EE 3ffcTE Eft EfttSTT EE fft^E RTft E? EYETcT, 

PlR^i PiRIcET^ TftHTRcR £Rr ERtHE 3 tR[ReR 1995 afR #ET TJeR tf%E (ETfcT 
cR^aff Eft MgtlH, EE E7 MI<rM EcR EE 3TTReTE \R EERE HET ^ Mee) 
fftEHTEcft 1995 c£ REE ft RRTE, EtE, jftETE affc ^Ecft ^ ^ ^ 3TEET ER 7t 
MfrRT EEftlcTR RTRRT R 3TTETcTt E7 RK RE RET i[R cp?T EfttSTT ERft f RE 
ETEEM RcR E> RFft TRt >ft R^f ETEE afk tffcT Eft EHHET ET ^Rrffrf tft I 

4. TR RftR 3lfik£cHl A. 32/1/97-^ ^ f^TTR 24 f^RRT 1998 THft 

W^aft Rt RTf^Tef REft f I 

5. RRR TEft^TT c^ feR RTR 3Tc[f^ 1 3T&R 2002 ^ 31 HT^ 2003 RR 

t i 

6. RERT W*$St<b''lv\ 

RRg[ AA\ A f^rafeE, RT^ tjClNKHl R HTKR ^ TET^f ^Rt R?t TRRT^, RRR ^ 
RRTRR 3fk RT^fpTRRf TR^ ET^ RET f 3fk ^3RR Rt f^EltRcI Rt4 XTcT 
A REFT 7t WIrRir EJRTTR RETTl RxR cfe fopr ^tf&R f%R RT 7^1 t 3tk 

fclxTR 

Rrffe ETRtRTft 

RI R«|«g J^cR E^Tf^RTeRT 
Rf^[Ei[ f^ETE 
^EftE E^TE 
E"| f^eeft-110011 


Rt W'kjE fch^ RTct ^ I 
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3T^r ^ m T& RfafRcT wf ^ uM % RfT?T: ^ M *PPT tffaT *T 

ufm wft 3T3^T c(r? ^cT t I 

7. #m 

^er ^t^TT ^raRici ^ ^ftt 3fR ^ fer^ ^ ferfe?r 3 *fan 

V5TFTT *!#<? cTTfe 3F MTf^T^ cP?Y TT^RT Tft T? ^TI STRRJxRT <& 5f^RH eft fcrf^T ^ 

^TcfrfT f^T (40,f^T) ^ iftcR ^fR ^ fMRcT ^ #R 4 cft^ ^UTT 5TRT 
FFft t w m^<\ ^xrt f^rcKfr t, cfr Rrffe f^wrr^RR ttot Rcr^ 

^ cR^t ^ 3TRTR TF fW*ft eft fR TR FT^cf t I 

8. ^l4vdP»cb TH^R cFf ftftflVT 

RRR 6(7) cfr 3UpTR ^ fef^t TSI^R 3RH t%7T^ TSRbRt gRT JRspT ^ 
RTTCTt c£ 3PTfa%I 3RT TToft ^l4^p|cb TT^R cbT RRfeRT <fR TT^nTT t I f^Rft FTTeT 3 
^ cft^ flcR^ TSRFR 3TFRW TpRT ^ ft *HT tfRTT t ^TT W$ ftw 3Tcrf£r /£ fttcR 
^ft Tft tfRRTT t ^TT TFRHjft ^T ft RRI 4 ^IT ^IRUT t ftl 3U%Rft 3^ft 

TRf ^fW d^ftt ft 3TRTR IR 3lftt fftifftf ftt ^R Ff^cT t #7 cftftq MR ftl 

zfsfrt^RT RubiR^i cpr Ticftt 11 

TT^f. ft. FRT^ftf, -p#e MlfM+ld 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 3rd September, 2003 

Initiation (Sunset Review) 

Subject: Initiation of Sunset Review regarding anti-dumping duty imposed on 
Acrylic Fibre originating in or exported from Japan, Spain, Portugal and Italy. 


No. 15/4/2003 -dgad. The Designated Authority, having regard to the Customs Tariff. 
Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of 
Injury) Rules, 1995, recommended imposition of provisional Anti Dumping duty on 
imports of Acrylic Fibre (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or 
exported from Japan, Spain, Portugal and Italy (hereinafter referred to as subject 
countries) falling under Sub-heading 5501.30 and 5503.30. The findings were published 
vide Notification no. 32/1/97-ADD dated 20 th October 1998 and provisional duty was 
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imposed on the subject goods vide Customs notification No. 90/98 dated 17.11.1998. 
The Designated Authority came out with final findings on 24 lh December 1998 and 
definitive anti dumping duty was imposed by Customs as per notification No8/99 dated 
22.01.1999 as amended by Notification No. 53/99. Cus. dated 04.05.1999. 

1 .Product Under Consideration 

The product under consideration is Acrylic fibre, both in shrinkable and non-shrinkable 
form, ranging from 1.5 Denier to 8 Denier and covered tow, top and staples fibres. The 
product is classified under Customs Code 5501.30 and 5503.30. 

2. Initiation 

The Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 and the Rules made there under require the 
Authority to review from time to time, the need for continuance of Anti Dumping Duty. 
Forum of Acrylic Fibrer Manufacturers, on behalf of M/s Indian Acrylic Ltd., Chandigarh; 
M/s Consolidated Fibre and Chemicals Ltd, Calcutta; and M/s Pasupati Acrylon Ltd., 
New Delhi have filed a petition for sunset review for continuation of the antidumping 
duty imposed on the subject goods under the above mentioned notifications for a further 
period of 5 years. 

The Designated Authority now considers that the sunset review of the Anti Dumping 
Duty recommended would be appropriate at this stage under the provision of Section 
9A (5) of Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995. 

3. Procedure 

• 

Having decided to review the final findings notified vide No 32/1/97-ADD dated 24 th 
December, 1998 and final duty imposed by Notification No 8/99-Cus. dated 22.01.1999 
as amended vide Notification No. 53/99-Cus. t dated 04.05.1999, the Authority hereby 
initiates investigations to review whether cessation of antidumping duty is likely to lead 
to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury on imports of Acrylic Fibre 
originating in or exported from originating in or exported from Japan, Spain, Portugal 
and Italy, in accordance with the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and the 
Customs ’Tariff (Identification, Assessment & Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995. 

4 . The review covers all aspects .of Notification No. No 32/1/97-ADD dated 24 th 
December 1998. 

5 The period of investigation for the purpose of the present review is 1st April 2002 to 
31 st March 2003 

6. Submission of Information: 

The exporters in subject countries, their governments through their embassies in India, 
the importers and users in India known to be concerned and the domestic industry are 
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being addressed separately to submit relevant information in the form and manner 
prescribed and to make their views known to the; 

The Designated Authority 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties 
Department of Commerce 
Udyog Bhavan 
New Delhi-110011. 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the investigation 
in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 

7. Time Limit 

Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing should be 
sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above not later 
than forty days (40 Days) from the date of publication of this review notification. If no 
information is received within the prescribed time limit or the information received is 
incomplete, the Designated Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts 
available on record in accordance with the Rules supra. 

8 . Inspection of Public File: 

In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file containing non- 
confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested parties 
in case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide 
necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the 
investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it 
and make such recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 

L.V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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